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CONNECTICUT $1 IN NEW ENGLAND IN NET FARM INCOME AND IN CASH FARM 
INCOME PER SQUARE MILE! 

AGRICULTURE IS NOT DEAD IN CONNECTICUT! 

It is later than usual for this 2005 repor-! based largely on data from the New England Agricultural 
Statistics Service, a field office of tlre National Agricultural Statistics Service In 'inJashington, D.C. Some 
of the data is for the years 2004 and 2C05. I have indicated the data year in several places. TP.e report 
was delayed because of data checking and collection at the USDA. 

hbs t  citizens, and even many in agriculture, are not aware of agriculture's diversity, sco?e and 
irn~ortance. It is dynamic, still evolving anb changing from decade to decade and  continues to make 
significant contributions to the life of Connecticut citizens. You sometimes hear one speak of "traditional 
agsicultuse", Individual enterprises and their practices change so- much over time that the situation just a 
few years back no longer characterizes !he scene. Traditional? Hardly! And the mix of enterprises 
changes, too. 

Full-time farms are fewer but much larger. Part-time and lifestyle farms are growing and 
increaslnglv diverse. Science, technology, innovation, Susiness and labor management, resource 
conservation, direct marketing, and value added products are reasons for viability and success. 

Connecticut is a small state in New England of 4,872 scuare miles of land area. Maine, Vermont, 
New Hampshire and Rlassachusetts are ap3roximateEy 7, 2, 1.6 and 1.6 times that amount respectively. 
Connecticut has approximately 3.45 million people. Relative geographic size needs to be considered if 
produc!im is to be compared from state to state. 

Despite size differences, Agricultural income in Connecticut is surprising to many. In t he  6 New 
En~land States, Vermont (2x the size of Connecticut) was first in farm income at 10% higher than 
Connecticut. Maine (Tx the size of Connecticut) was second to Vermont and only 5% higher than 
Connecticut. Connectiicu? was a close third to Vermont and Maine and then followad by Massachusetts, 
b\csw Hampshire and Rhode Island. 

Much of the information which follows was dgvelooed from the  2005 reports of the Statistical 
Reporting Sewice of the United States De~artment of Agriculture. The Connecticut Department of 
Agriculture also serves as a source of raw data. Their estimate listed Connecticut with approximately 
$900,OC)0,000 income from agricultural production with a total impact of 2.4 billion dollars on the States 
economy. Big Business! 

The New England Agriculfure Statistics Service for 2005 reports 4200 farms with 360,000 acres 
in Connecticut. Previously if was 41 00 revised last year to 4200 by the USDA. 
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CONNECTICUT IS q S T  IN 
NEW ENGLAND IN 2005 IN: 
Pear Production 
Tobacco Acreage (2430) and Value 
Nursery and Greenhouse Sales 
Horse Numbers (Garnett and Ration) 
Value of Crop Production (2006) 
Milk Production per Cow 
Avg. per Acre Farm Va!ue- 51 0,800 (2006) 
Value of Floriculture Crops, S85,600,000 
Cut Christmas Trees Sold 
Total Value of Trout Sales 

CONNECTICUT RANKING 
IN U.S. IN 2005: 
7"'-bens~iy of Layers (Chickens) 
7 " -  Density ~f Horses 
7'h- Wild Blueberries 
10"- Pears, Acreage, Yield 
Top 10 in Oysters 
I I '" -Tobacco Production, Value 
1 I ' ~  - Maple Trees Tapped 
I llh- Egg Plant Acres, Yield 
14'~- M ~ l k  Production per Cow 
16'" Cut Christmas Trees 

CONNECTICUT IS 1'' PER SQUARE MILE 
IN MEW ENGLAND IN 2005 IN: 
Egg-Laying Chickens 
Net Farm Income, $102.3 Million (2004) 
Farm Cach Receipts 
Sweet Corn (4400 Acres) 
Aquaculture, $ 7  6,725,000 
Corn Silage, Acreage- Yield 
Value of Livestock Production 
Peach Production- 29,000 bushels 
Ornamental Horticulture 
Egg Production, Chickens Sold 
Milk Sold From Farms 
Hay Production 

CONNECTICUT- 2ND IN 2005 l N NEW 
ENGLAND IN: 
No. of Egg-Laying Chickens 
Corn Silage Production 
Egg Production 
Sweet Corn Production 
Livestock Production Value 
Chickens Sold 
Aquaculture 
Peach Production 

SOhrlE CONNECTICUT PRODUCTION FIGURES: (CT population 3.45 million people in 2006) 

245 eggs per person per year - 222 glasses of mi14 produced in the state per year per 
person - 1 milk cow for evev 173 people - -I head of cattle for every 59 people - 1 horse for every 58 
people - 5-7 Ibs. of apples per person per year - 8 Ibs. of sweet corn and 2 quarts of strawberries per 
person - 1 pumpkin produced for every 3, and 1 Christmas tree produced for every 9 residents - 
Aquaculture. a 516,725,000 industry. There was $233,000,0010 from nursery and greenhouse prodwctjon 
in 2004, 4Loh of farm receipts. Bedding & Garden Plants were a S56,OOO,OOO business. 

Ornamenfal Horticulture, Non-USDA Data. An outside, professional and detailed study of this 
industry reported in 2004 over a half billicn dollars ($656 n~jllionj in direct Connecticut plant sales. 
Further sales on the market resulted in a grand totat of $1 . I  billion. 

There IS 1 acre of forestland for every 2, and 1 acre of farmland for every 9 people. 600/0 of the 
land area of Connecticut is in farmland, open space and forests. 
This represents an important natural resource base and enhancement of the environment. 

In addition to full lime farms, part-time and diversified farming is of importance. Dairy and meat 
goats, rabbits, llamas, alpacas, farm-produced pheasants, wine grapes, maple syrup, and honey are 
some of these enterprises. There were 12,000 head of beef cattle on 370, 4,800 shee:, ('04) on 250 and 
4,200 hogs on 200 farms according to the U.S.D.A. 

2004 NEW ENGLAND AGRICULTURE FARM CASH RECEIPTS:* 

RANK Sf ATE CASH RECElPTS MAJOR SOURCE 



I I & NURSERY 
5 1 NEW HAMPSHIRE 1 $168.8 MILLION 36.7% GREENHOUSE 

I I & NURSERY 
6 j RHODE ISLAND $63.8 MILLION / 64.5% GREENHOUSE i 

74.6% MILK 
19.7% MILK 
44,2% GREENHOUSE 

& NURSERY 
I 

35.8% GREENHOUSE i 

., 11 ]VERMONTILLION a 

; 2  MAINE 1 5553.8 MILLION 

& NURSERY 
* Includes only sales of the cram and animals reported to and deterrnjned by the U.S.D.A. Does not 

, 3  CONNECTICUT 
I 

A MASSACliUSETTS 7 

include sales bf many sources of farm income followed by the U.S.D.A. such as income from sales of 
registered livestock, replacement animals, timber, rental or boarding fees, horse sales, landscape 
services, sod, custom work, etc. 

S526.6 MILLSON 

54q6.5 h?!LLSON 

YEAR 2004 NET FARM INCOME IN NEW ENGLAND *" 

NET INCOME, TOTAL VALUE OF AG SECTOR, AMOUNT FROM CROPS, AMOUNT FROM ANIMALS 
AND REVENUE FROM SERVICES AND FORESTRY SHOWN BELOW ARE IN MILLIONS OF S'S. 

FROM 
NET VALUE SERVICES 

IVCOME NET AG FROM FROkl & 
RANK STATE INCOhlE SECTOR CROPS ANIMALS FORESTRY 

Above crops, an~rnals, services and forestry may not adcl to AG Sector Total because of round~ng.  

**SOURCE ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE, USDA REPORTED BY NEW ENGLAND 
AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS SERVICE OF THE USDA. NET FARM INCOME WAS DETERMINED 
BY DEDUCTING ALL COSTS AND ADJUSTMENTS FROM TOTAL AG SECTOR OUTPUT (INCOME). 

DOES CONNECTICUT'S AG PERFORMANCE SURPRISE YOU? Much ot the land and water :@source 
base is in farms and forests. That adds to tha beauty of the state and makes it a better environment in 
wh~ch to live, work and play. Moreover, several studies have indicated that taxpayers do not Senefit 
became when there is extensive residential development in a town, costs are usually more than the 
income that they are from. Costs to resident taxpayers are relatively very low, however, when the  land 
stays in farms, forests and open space and is taxed on its current use value. 

over 



TOTAL ESTIMATED EMPLOYMENT: 50,000 IN PRODUCTION, SERVICE, PROCESSING, QUALITY 
CONTROL AND MARKETING. 

U.S. FOOD RETAIL COST INDICES WITH 1 E82-84 AT 100 AND FARM VALW E AS PERCENT OF 
FETAIL PEICES. YEA!? OF EEPORT EEC. 2005, FRC)I\;I CONSUME9 PFilCE INDEX FOFi 
DOMESTICALLY PRODUCED FOOD AS PRINTED IN 2005 NE1!d ENGLAND AGRICULTURAL 
SPATIST!CS. 

*RETAIL COST INDEX FARM % OF RETAIL DOLLAR 

MARKET BASKET 
LilEAT PRODUCTS 
DAIRY PRODUCTS 
POULTRY 
EGGS 
CEREAL AND BAKING 

PRODUCTS 
FRESH FRUIT 
FRESH VEGETABLES 
PROCESSED FRUlTJ 

VEGETABLES 

*COMPARED WITH 1982-84 INDEXED AT 700. 

NOTE: IN THE FIRST THREE PAGES OF THIS REPORT, THE AUTHOR RANKED THE RAW DATE 
BASED ON AREA OF EACH STATE, AGRICULTURAL PERFORMANCE AND Y!ELDS BY 
COMMODITIES AND CATEGORIES. CONNECTICUT POPULATION DATA WAS USED TO PUT 
SEVERAL ITEMS OF INVENTORY AND PRODUCTION ON A PER PERSON BASIS. ALSO 
SEVERAL ITEMS WERE LISTED FOR CONNECTICUT IN RELATION TO THEIR RANK IN THE 
UNITED STATES. 



DAITY 3'Cn.iBERS IN COh3ECTlCUT A h T  THE L%-lTED ST.4TES 
DR. W..4. COWPIN, E;IFRIKS PROFESSOR 

AY IMAL SCIEYCE. U?.'IIJERSITY OF COhYECTICUT 

SOURCES OF IWW DATA: US DEFT. OF AGRICULTbXE, C O W C T I C U T  DEPT. OF AGRICULTURE AND 
H0.4lUYS D.4IRIWfi.N 

TVITH COMMENTS B Y  AUYTIOR ON PAGE 2. 

CO\ lT~HCL 'T  DXTRY STATISTCS 
SOURCE: CO\3'ECTICUT DEPhV,F,IEST OF .L\GRICKLTt?E 

( W A W E  US.4CEK'I 

DAIRY CATTTL GOATS c0WS A h 7  GOATS FYllLK SIILEP AND COWS 
Ih3 - 4 1 1 

NUMBERS 

1' TI-S W G  AGE C,A.TLE 3ITLK F L P L F i R S  - CI=IEESZ 34J.KUF:ICTGRERS 
73,003 ! 1 4 

DAIRY Fs?ItIIwG !N COWNECTTCUT. 2095. 

,\VERAGE hT343ER OF VILIC COWS JY 2005 20.300 
YUIfQLTi 01: \51LK C0:'I.S I N  2504 2 i  ,000 
TOT.4L MILK PR3Dt'CTTON (2735) 364 0n0.~m POLYDS 
AVERAGE MlLlL PRODUGTIOF! FOR IrE.\R 13,200 LRS 
U S K  CT. MILK PRODUCTION PER COW NEW ENGLAND !FT, US lcirH 

TOTAL LTIn45EX OF MILK COWS 
(EXCLUDrXG l-iEIFFR S NOT YET FRESr T) 9,O" 1,000 
TOT.kL MILK. PRODUCTION I76,9S9 52ILL?ON POL3'DS 

STATES YCI. OF MILK C9vt-S 
1 C;tLIFOP,i%IA 1,:j 5,CV.I 
2 Il;TSCONST;2' 1,238,0130 
3. SEW I r O X !  648,030 
4. PEhTSYLIrA>7A 561,000 
5 .  ID.4!!0 455>Or)O 

COMMENT: 50% OF MILK COWS ARE N TEE TOP 5 STATES (OVER) 



THE TOP 5 STATES 7005 THE ROTTOM 5 STATES 2005 
MXKASDSTATE MlLKPERCOWINLR3 RA\Y AYD STAT5 xJLI< PER COW IN LBS 
1. 'VASHKGTOK 23,270 52- ''-ALASK\ i 2,273 LES 
2 .  -4RIZOh'A 22,657 4gTH- LOUISIANA 12,371 LES 
3. COLOftZDO 27,573 4gm- K4ZI'AIl 12.689 LBS 
4. IDAHO 22,:31 4 ~ ~ - KENTUCKY 12,934 LBS 
5. YFVADA 21, jSO ~ 6 " -  ARKAKSAS 13,500 LR S 

ALL 50 STATES AVER4GE 19,576 POUNDS 

W.A. COiYAh- C041l$-ENT3 JN THE PhlL'iGXZPHS nELO'A2 

EDA F>.R'._lzr(ETATL P1;(IC_Z SPREAD 
DAIRY PRODUCTS: F.kR'd VALUE AS % OF WT.41L COST YEAR 2005 27.RS+,. CURRENT PRICING DOES 
LOT GIVE D A R l r  FARMERS A FAIR SIIPLRE. Th: REZATIOS TO RETAIL?KCES OF FLUID MILK. 1I"ITH 
KCREASED COSTS ON T X  FARMS K 1G06, THERE IS LITTLE ISCENTTVE TO PRODUCE I\?:LK TO SELL 
IVHOLESXLE. THE MILK COMPACT Pi0 LONGER TS EFFECT) GAVE FARVE9S A MUCH FAIRER SH.GS 
PARTICb;LARLY WIT!-I MCREASNG COSTS OF PROI3UCTIC)I.J. 

CONVllSI3SCE. - - -. - . - 
COSVES ITSCX 1.5 INCRE.4SIKGLY L'ER17 JMPORTAST K FOOD \rihRKETmG. THmK OF f ~ t . : ~  
CHOICES YOU OFTEY SEE AT DELI COL%rTERS AT SIJPEK'vL4RI;ETS TITILE N'ASTE, iJ'TDE CHOICES. 
:?YPISACTT\'E /IPPEhRAh'CE, . iSD MUCH OF IT \'Ell\' 57CELY PACK.4GED. A R S  S:ZLES GOOD 950.4USE 
OF LO\V PR:CZS PER POLbD? ---NOT .47 ,ALL' COKXvCNIENCE THERE Ah113 TS FROZEN PIZZ:\S, 
DIYNERS. ENTRFXS 4 X T . 4  WIDE ;ZRRAY OF \!CGETABLES ;Z3 DESSERT.? EASY TO SEXVE A N D  
PKE?.4RE. h'CRE.,ISKG A3IIOLT-TS OF PULL TOPS TO OPE9 SEALED C.9YS AND GRO'bVn'G FAST 
't'rr:ll'? 1T IS E,ASTER TMAN .4 CAN OPEN!rX TKE h4lCRO"A':4liE OVET :5 AN ENA\*IPLE OF 12 
COVVEKI"C2 AND I\flLLIONS ARE IS USE 

RC@S\'ENIE?iC+E 
E.X%M?LES TEXT HURT I\JXXKETMG "AXE HE.4T SESILED % PlXTS OF DAIRY PRODUCTS. DIFf IClJLT 
FOR CHILD FKGERS TO OFEN OR ART!TRITIC FWGERS OR H A 3 3 S  REGAPTLESS OF AGE. FIXD A 
I 3 E T E R  ' \YAY I IT WILL HELP SELL \TORE MILK It'TTFI LESS FRUSTRATIOY. 

YOYV CAN DAi:?l* FARlYIEXS f iXO\r .AT TC KCCERE -4 EXEATER 3ERCENT.AGE 07 THE COSSLMZRS 
RETAIL DOLLAR'? 

SO\E  THOUGHTS: DIRECT \/I..?RKETMG, T..?TV 11 ISITS, SPECIALTY \ IAWTIKh'T SSCCH AS hT.4?L'.UL 
C3X 0RGAN:C OR PRODLTCTS GROWY IS COhxECTTCUT OR LOC.2LLY. RETAIL AT FAKM STOES? 
FARhIEXS !%LARKETS? STI?OYG DF>CrZKD PRODUCTS SUCE .4S FXOZEY DFSSERTS. YOGURT, 
FLAVOR:!) MILK XyD CI-IEESES7 FLAVOR F.{\;ORFTES7 DO 'ii:E I?+!&LUDE 5UCT-T FZAb'ORS IN DAlRY 
PRODUCTS7 CERTXJXLY 501TE EUT FOR EXAMPLE, HOW FvIT-;CJ-I 'iI?,'c3LLD rZ PIZZA FLAVORED. I-IIGH 
PROTEIN, LOW C4RR U P A X  APPEAL') i-:O!iF AROLIT LONG SHELF LIFE FLAVORED hfILI< CPb4CKERS 
OR RTSCUITS; IVITH NO 3EFRIGER.ITION KFEDZD" THE LATTER COULD BE ElELPFUL 11s EkIIERGENCY 
NUTPJTTON IN POOR OR DEVELOPNG C O U Y X E S  WI-TETE PLFRIGERATIQY IS A PROBLEM. 
RFVEX4RER TI EIS! hrO MATTER 1-IOIV GOOD IT IS FOR YOU, IT \i'ILL SOT SELL WELL IF IT DOEST'T 
TASTE GOOD. 

IF PEO?LELLTIE IT, T-!AT WILL HSLP THE M.4KGT. THE DATRY COW, MTLK GOAT, .AN3 MTLK SHEEP 
HAI'E MAJOR COYTRIBUTIOXS TO M A E  A S  THE IVORLD POPULATION MOVES FROM TODAY'S 6.6 
BILLION TO AT ESTIMATE OF 8.5 TO 9.0 BILLION S Y  T3E YE,4R 2050. 

DE.414 BIG, TI IRK 3IG, .?c>lI3 \E:T TIiE T.qSTZ;,S, POCKETSOOKS, . A 3 3  YEALTH hTEDS OF PEOPLE. 
NEVJ PRODUCTS NEED EVEY FLXTHER DZbTLOPhfE>?T. T H E E  HAY5 BEEN MAS\' IN THE EAST 30 
YEARS BUT TXERE MAY IWLL BE OTHZRS TO DEVTLOP - GRE.\TER DEhfAXD. 
DAIRY F.XRh<S OlTE?: MEr?LU OPEX SSTACE, \'v'ILDLIFF, HPIBITATS, IMPROVED SOIL FEXTILITY, AND 
CROP PRODUCTIOK OR EhXTGY FROM THEIR DIGESTIOS, W I C H  IS SOT R7.4STE BCT A NATLX4L 
RESOURCE WHEN MAN.4G" PROPERLY. 


